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General 1 It appears from the position paper that soil management 
decisions are being made on samples collected from 20% of 
the building.  Based on sampling that’s already been 
performed, does the 20% assumption appear to be a 
representative sampling strategy (i.e. does the pesticides 
appear to have been consistently applied under building 
foundations?).  If the results indicate that pesticides may have 
not been consistently applied, then would it be more prudent 
to sample under every building to determine which buildings 
require soil management rather than assuming all buildings 
require soil management because of risk exceedance at a few 
locations? 

 

Pg 2 2 The memo calls for sampling at depths of 1 and 2 feet, but 
the pesticide soil management plan calls for sampling at 18 
inches in certain situations.  Why do the memo and plan 
have different sampling procedures? 

 

Pg 2 3 How deep are samples collected relative to the foundation 
bottom? 

 

Pg 2 4 For single-family and multi-family buildings the memo 
calls for a composite comprised of samples at 2 (for single-
family) or 3 (for multi-family) locations for the sub-
slab and yard samples.  Is that a sufficient number of 
locations to get a composite sample that is representative of 
the areas under the slabs and in the yards? 

 

Pg 3 5 If there is an exceedance of Tier 2 there should be a more 
detailed analysis done to determine whether the 10-5 risk 
was actually exceeded.   The Tier 2 gives conservative 
values assuming 3 chemicals and concentrations of each 
chemical at the Tier 2 level.  For a given composite sample 
there could be fewer than 3 chemicals present.  Or only one 
or two of the chemicals present may be exceeding the Tier 
2 levels so one or two chemicals being below Tier 2 could 
allow the other chemicals to have a higher adjusted Tier 2 
level.  Provided with these comments is a spreadsheet 
which is recommended for use in determining whether an 
area exceeds 10-5 risk. 
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Pg 7 6 Are any of the housing areas in areas where potentially 
impacted groundwater is a current or potential drinking water 
resource? 

 

Pg 7 7 Revise Table 1 to replace “chlordane” with “technical 
chlordane” and ensure that samples are tested and reported 
as technical chlordane.  Remove heptachlor and heptachlor 
epoxide from Table 1.  DOH has indicated that heptachlor 
and heptachlor epoxide is included in the analysis of 
technical chlordane. 

 

 




